unemployment. New Jersey increased the minimums wage from $4.25 to $5.05 on 1 April 1992. Card and Krueger studied the impact in the field of the fast food restaurants in comparison to Pennsylvania where the minimal wage remained the same. They concluded that, contrary to the text book theory, the increase in the minimum wage was connected to the increase in the employment in the New Jersey.
Paul Krugman called this result, widely used by the policy makers, 'an intellectual revolution' (Krugman 2015) . Non-expected results are always blessing for the scientists; however, they also attract attention of the economists who try to revisit them. Cooper (2015) reminded that Card-Krueger study analysed situation just for the time-span of the 11 months after the minimum wage increase. Nevertheless, for example, Meer and West (2013) used Monte Carlo simulation as well as administrative data analyses to show that the minimum wage reduces employment over a longer period of time, which is important especially because the minimum wage jobs often result in relatively rapid transition to higher-paying jobs (Meer and West 2013:22-23) .
Later, Krueger connected the labour market studies with the economics of education: he analysed returns to education reflecting the school quality (Card and Krueger 1992) or labour market effects of the school quality (Card and Krueger 1996) . Typical example of Krueger´s economic study is represented by the article Why Do World War II Veterans Earn More Than Nonveterans? (Angrist and Krueger 1994) . As most of his articles, it discusses popular paradox or at least provocative hypothesis -in this case, he asked, if the war veterans earned more than his non-veteran counterparts. Symptomatically enough, he refuted the popular statement claiming that actually the veterans may earn even less. Finally, as most of his articles, even this one was captioned by the question mark.
Even the last Krueger´s study was devoted to his life topic of the labour economics. Together with Lawrence Katz from Harvard, he analysed the alternative work arrangements (e.g. works such as UBER drivers) in the United States (Katz and Krueger 2019) . This article followed up an earlier study (Katz and Krueger 2016) (Krueger and Laitin 2007) confirms that sources of international terrorism have more to do with repression than with poverty as -according to the regression analysis -neither country GDP nor illiteracy is a good predictor of terrorist origins. Furthermore, according to the findings of the study What makes a home-grown terrorist? Human capital and participation in domestic Islamic terrorist groups in the U.S.A., Krueger showed that the US terrorists tend to have higher education and they are younger in comparison to other US Muslims. Moreover, there is positive correlation between the education level and success of the terrorist attack (Krueger 2008) .
Third, novel part not only of the Krueger´s work but of the economic science as whole is closely connected with his life and death: the economics of happiness. His basic finding was summarised in memories of David Leonhardt (2019) : the best way to increase happiness, according to his empirical findings, is to spend time with friends. Krueger´s studies on the economics of happiness were conducted together with Nobel Prize winner Daniel Kahneman. First, he focused on the well-being using time budgets and effective ratings of experiences (Kahneman et al. 2004) . Authors claimed that the ultimate goal of public policy is not the maximisation of the gross domestic product but the well-being. They suggested time allocation as proxy for its measurement. The so-called National Time Accounting (NTA) enables us to measure, compare and analyse, how people spend and experience their time across countries, over historical time, or between groups of people within a country at a given time (Kahneman et al. 2009b:5) , which they also implemented on France and the United States (Kahneman et al. 2009a) . The increase in the so-called non-work time is being seen as an important factor of well-being improvement. More traditional approach tries to answer the canonical question: Would you be happier if you were richer? (Kahneman et al. 2006 ) -with the simple brusque result: 'No'.
Last part of Krueger´s work deals with the economics of music -which was also the subject of his course at the Princeton University. He devoted to this topic also in his very last Economics is not in any way the science of consensus. It is not the science that should have an ambition to change the world. On the contrary, it is science based on the vital plurality of ways, trials and errors, that -only together -hopefully push us in our effort to understand the world at least one step forward. Alan Krueger was the economists, with whose thesis, thoughts, articles and decisions other economists could even disagree or they might find them inaccurate, but, chiefly, they could and they can lead to a substantive discussion over his findings. His findings were not the mere normative proclamations, but the graspable positive thesis that can be again and again verified or falsified. The economics without Alan Krueger is certainly poorer and darker science than it was with him, but above all: the economics after Alan Krueger is richer and deeper science than it was before him.
